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2 The court considered the following leading
cases: Reed v. Campbell, 476 U.S. 852 (1986) and
Henson v. Jarmon, 758 S.W.2d 368 (Tex. Ct. App.
1988).

Secretary must determine the time at
which the state fixes intestate rights and
must apply the statute that would be
applied by the state’s courts.’’

After reviewing the leading cases on
whether Texas courts would
retroactively apply amendments to
Texas intestacy law that provide ‘‘a new
or additional method by which an
illegitimate child may establish its
rights of inheritance from the natural
father,’’ the circuit court concluded that
Texas courts would have applied the
1987 amendment in determining
Amanda DeSonier’s inheritance rights.2
The court therefore held that SSA erred
by not considering the 1987 amendment
and that Amanda DeSonier’s status
under section 216(h)(2)(A) ‘‘should have
been determined by applying the 1987
amendment.’’

Statement As To How DeSonier Differs
From Social Security Policy

In accordance with section
216(h)(2)(A) of the Act, SSA uses State
laws to decide whether a claimant is the
child of a deceased worker. Under its
regulations (20 CFR 404.354(b))
implementing section 216(h)(2)(A), SSA
‘‘look[s] to the laws that were in effect
at the time the insured worker died in
the State where the insured had his or
her permanent home.’’

The DeSonier court held that SSA is
required to apply the State intestacy law
in force at the time of SSA’s
determination or decision in the manner
in which it would be applied by State
courts.

Explanation of How SSA Will Apply
The DeSonier Decision Within The
Circuit

This Ruling applies only to cases
involving an applicant for child’s
benefits who resides in Kentucky,
Michigan, Ohio or Tennessee at the time
of the determination or decision at any
administrative level, i.e., initial,
reconsideration, ALJ hearing or Appeals
Council.

In a claim for surviving child’s
benefits involving section 216(h)(2)(A)
of the Act (42 U.S.C. 416(h)(2)(A)), to
determine the right of the child to
inherit under the intestacy law in the
State of the worker’s domicile at the
time of death, adjudicators must
consider all changes in the State law
through the time of the determination or
decision at any level of administrative
review, i.e., initial, reconsideration, ALJ
hearing or Appeals Council review, to
determine the child’s entitlement to

benefits. In cases where the State law
has changed, SSA must determine at the
time of the determination or decision
which State laws would be applied by
State courts to fix intestate inheritance
rights and must apply amendments to
State intestacy laws in the same manner
as the State courts would apply the
changes.
[FR Doc. 96–13806 Filed 5–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4190-29-F

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

Notice of Extension of Draft Clean Air
Act; General Conformity
Determination; Comment Period for
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport,
Seattle, WA

ACTION: The Federal Aviation
Administration, Airports Division,
Northwest Mountain Region and the
Port of Seattle, Seattle, Washington,
announce an extension (to June 6, 1996)
of the Public and agency comment
period associated with the Draft General
Conformity Determination prepared as
specified in section 176(c) (42 USC
7506c) of the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990. The Draft General
Conformity Determination, and
supporting documentation is contained
in the February 1996, Final
Environmental Impact Statement,
Master Plan Update, Seattle-Tacoma
International Airport.

This comment period extension
applies only to comments pertaining
exclusively to the Draft General
Conformity Determination and no other
issues. Comments on other issues will
not be accepted or addressed.

Comments may be directed to: Mr.
Dennis Ossenkop, Northwest Mountain
Region, Airports Division, Federal
Aviation Administration, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056. Comments must be
received by June 6, 1996.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on May 22,
1996.
Lowell H. Johnson,
Manager, Airports Division, Federal Aviation
Administration, Northwest Mountain Region
Renton, Washington.
[FR Doc. 96–13775 Filed 5–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

Notice of Intent To Rule on Application
To Use the Revenue From a Passenger
Facility Charge (PFC) at Blue Grass
Airport, Lexington, KY

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent to rule on
application.

SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to rule and
invites public comment on the
application to use the revenue from a
PFC at Blue Grass Airport under the
provisions of the Aviation Safety and
Capacity Expansion Act of 1990 (Title
IX of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1990) (Pub. L.
101–508) and part 158 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 158).
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 3, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Comments on this
application may be mailed or delivered
in triplicate to the FAA at the following
address: Memphis Airports District
Office, 2851 Directors Cove, Suite #3,
Memphis, TN 38131–0301.

In addition, one copy of any
comments submitted to the FAA must
be mailed or delivered to Mr. Michael
Flack, Executive Director of the Blue
Grass Airport at the following address:
Lexington Fayette Urban County Airport
Board, 4000 Versailles Road, Lexington,
KY 40510.

Air carriers and foreign air carriers
may submit copies of written comments
previously provided to the Blue Grass
Airport under § 158.23 of part 158.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Southern Region, Memphis Airports
District office, Cynthia K. Wills,
Planner, 2851 Directors Cove, Suite #3,
Memphis, TN 38131–0301, (901) 544–
3495. The application may be reviewed
in person at this location.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
proposes to rule and invites public
comment on the application to use the
revenue from a PFC at Blue Grass
Airport under provisions of the Aviation
Safety and Capacity Expansion Act of
1990 (Title IX of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1990) (Pub. L.
101–508) and part 158 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 158).

On May 23, 1996, the FAA
determined that the application to use
the revenue from a PFC submitted by
Lexington Fayette Urban County Airport
Board was substantially complete
within the requirements of § 158.25 of
part 158. The FAA will approve or
disapprove the application, in whole or
in part, no later than September 13,
1996.

The following is a brief overview of
the application.
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PFC Application Number: 96–03–U–
00–LEX.

Level of the proposed PFC: $3.00.
Proposed charge effective date:

November 1, 1993.
Proposed charge expiration date:

September 1, 2005.
Total estimated PFC revenue:

$15,154,632.
Brief description of proposed

project(s):

Use Only

(1) Assess Environmental Impacts of
Proposed Parallel Runway

(2) Implement Noise Abatement
Program—Phase II

Class or classes of air carriers which
the public agency has requested not be
required to collect PFCs: Part 135 or part
298 (Air Taxi Operators).

Any person may inspect the
application in person at the FAA office
listed above under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

In addition, any person may, upon
request, inspect the application, notice
and other documents germane to the
application in person at the Blue Grass
Airport.

Issued in Memphis, Tennessee, on May 23,
1996.
LaVerne F. Reid,
Manager, Airports District Office, Southern
Region.
[FR Doc. 96–13773 Filed 5–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

Notice of Intent To Rule on Application
(#96–02–C–00–CPR) To Impose and
Use the Revenue From a Passenger
Facility Charge (PFC) at Natrona
County International Airport,
Submitted by the Board of Trustees of
Natrona County International Airport,
Casper, WY

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent to rule on
application.

SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to rule and
invites public comment on the
application to impose and use PFC
revenue at Natronal County
International Airport under the
provisions of 49 U.S.C. 40117 and part
158 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 158).
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 3, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Comments on this
application may be mailed or delivered
in triplicate to the FAA at the following
address: Alan Wiechmann, Manager;
Denver Airports District Office, DEN–

ADO; Federal Aviation Administration;
5440 Roslyn Street, Suite 300; Denver,
CO 80216–6026.

In addition, one copy of any
comments submitted to the FAA must
be mailed or delivered to Mr. Eddie F.
Storer, Airport Manager, at the
following address: Natrona County
International Airport, 8500 Airport
Parkway, Casper, WY 82604–1697.

Air Carriers and foreign air carriers
may submit copies of written comments
previously provided to Natrona County
International Airport, under section
158.23 of Part 158.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Christopher Schaffer, (303) 286–5525;
Denver Airports District Office, DEN–
ADO; Federal Aviation Administration;
5440 Roslyn Street, Suite 300; Denver,
CO 80216–6026. The application may be
reviewed in person at this same
location.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
proposes to rule and invites public
comment on the application (#96–02–C–
00–CPR) to impose and use PFC revenue
at Natrona County International Airport,
under the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 40117
and part 158 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 158).

On May 23, 1996, the FAA
determined that the application to
impose and use the revenue from a PFC
submitted by the Natrona County
International Airport, Casper, Wyoming,
was substantially complete within the
requirements of § 158.25 of part 158.
The FAA will approve or disapprove the
application, in whole or in part, no later
than August 23, 1996.

The following is a brief overview of
the application.

Level of the Proposed PFC: $3.00.
Proposed charge effective date: March

1, 1997.
Proposed charge expiration date:

October 31, 1999.
Total requested for use approval:

$427,704.00.
Brief description of proposed project:

ARFF improvements; Acquire snow
removal equipment (SRE); Construct
wildlife control fencing; Rehabilitate
airfield lighting system; Rehabilitate
Taxiway ‘‘C’’; Relocate road out of
runway safety area.

Class or classes of air carriers which
the public agency has requested not be
required to collect PFC’s: None, as
approved in the Record of Decision
dated June 14, 1993.

Any person may inspect the
application in person at the FAA office
listed above under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT and at the FAA
Regional Airports Office located at:
Federal Aviation Administration,

Northwest Mountain Region, Airports
Division, ANM–600, 1601 Lind Avenue
SW., Suite 540, Renton, WA 98055–
4056.

In addition, any person may, upon
request, inspect the application, notice
and other documents germane to the
application in person at the Natrona
County International Airport.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on May 23,
1996.
Dennis G. Ossenkop,
Acting Manager, Planning, Programming and
Capacity Branch, Northwest Mountain
Region.
[FR Doc. 96–13774 Filed 5–31–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M

Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement: New
London County, CT

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
will be prepared for the proposed
transportation improvements within the
Connecticut Route 2/2a/32 (CT 2/2A/32)
corridor in the towns of Norwich,
Preston, Ledyard, North Stonington,
Stonington, Montville, New London,
Connecticut.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald West, Division Administrator,
Federal Highway Administration,
Connecticut Division Office, 628–2
Hebron Avenue, Suite 303, Glastonbury,
Connecticut 06033. Telephone: (860)
659–6703; or Edgar T. Hurle, Director of
Environmental Planning, Connecticut
Department of Transportation, 2800
Berlin Turnpike, P.O. Box 317546
Newington Connecticut 06131–7546.
Telephone: (860) 594–2920.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the
Connecticut Department of
Transportation (ConnDOT), will prepare
an EIS to analyze potential impacts of
transportation improvements within the
CT 2/2a/32 corridor in southeastern
Connecticut. The approximate length of
the study area corridor is fifteen miles.
Proposed improvements to the corridor
are considered necessary to provide for
the existing and projected traffic
demand. A Major Investment Study
(MIS) is currently being conducted for
the corridor to develop alternatives to be
considered in the draft EIS. The
alternatives being considered in the MIS
include the no action, minor roadway
improvements, roadway widening, new
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